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ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION
DISPOSAL FACILITY
PUBLIC MEETING
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Marty Roselle

get starte
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- W21l welcome, this-has been a big .day .in Richland. Lots of activities going
on. “Welcome to this meeting.  This is the mecting to scope the proposad
e Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility and the reguiatory process that
= would accompany’rt’ #y name is Marty Roselle and I am your -facilitatar for
g tonight.. I'm with Dames and Moore and but I am not from around

— here. T‘m from Arizona and your weather is better than ours right now. My
=" ___job is to pravide some structure to the meeting tonight and to insure an

oppor thﬁ?uj far information o be thrﬂd for new 1deas for concarns to be
“expressed, for questions to be answersd and that is amnna all the parties that
are here. We want to run the meeting relat1ve1y 1nforma]1y it is .a scoping

meeting. It's a time to exchange ideas and the purpose of ihe meeting again,
- " i57to-obtain-your-input-oa-the -scope-of the prop gsed-Environmental Resteration
- -——---—- Disposal Facility and the FénuTatn Yy process. “We're specifically looking for
T 7T comments on whether oF not*a faciTity is needed, if so what kind, and comments

on the 10cat1on of this facility. We aré ina pun?ic comment period right
. now. ary 10-and axtends through February 8 and you can write
- ——your- ¢ aﬁ'wrafp them to the individuals that are listed on some
' of the handouts over here.~ There is a comment sheet you can leave with us
“tonjght. - “Alse, any LUWTE ts or questions that are raised ton1ght will be
recorded and taped over here and these comments will be used in the
development of the regulatory package over the next few months.
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What's the agenda for tonight?

Well, we're in the welcome period and I'm almost done welcoming you and taking
care of some of the housekeeping detaiis.

You'll be meeting the folks here at the table. Bryan Foley's with DOE. Norm
e o s-o-Hanner-wh Eh -Washington State Department of Fcolagy and Pam Innis with EPA.
A You'll be hearing more from them about their role on the project and also
. during the quest1on and answer per1od The meet1ng rea]1y is divided into two
oo piecesy Th first-piece is an overview of the projeéct o date that Bryan will
be giving and we should be done with talking to you by 8:00 p.m. The rest of
“the time is vours and we'll divide that time into gquestions and comments and
I'17 be more specific about that when we get to that point in the meeting.

There were some blue cards on the table. You may not have picked Ghe up.

Lois has them. Allison _can help distribute them. The purpose of “the ¢ards i3

during the pub11c 1nput discussion period we wanted to divide it into

questaors first -and comments second and if you want to make a comment 1t would
,,,,, be helpful to-me if you just-put_your name on the card and if you have an



- 3ffiliation also include that and then I'11 just collect them and just call

you in the order that [ get them.

Just a few ground rule and I'17 go over them again later, but I think probably

" three of them: (1) if we could Timit the-discussion to-the-topic here

tonight, and {2) there may, [ may want to put a time 1imit on the comments, it
would depend on how many we have, and (3) in regard to the questien portion,

have follow-up question which you could ask vright then-as we

s

~-if you have a gquestion-ask-it, we'll get an-answer-to you, and then you might
b
l.

-
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So any questions about how we're going to structure the meeting and what our
purpose is?

Ok, Tet's get startad then. 1'11 start with you Pam, if you would just taik a
Sl Tittle bit -about EPA's raoie.
e Pam _Innis
_ﬁ?? On behalf of EPA [ would also 1ike to welcome you this evening. EPA is the
877 T777Rad requlatory agency for the project. " We are in charge of both the RCRA
T corrective action and the CERCLA authorization of this proposed waste
N .. management unit. - The GERCLA record aof decision will be written out of our

t

~=--3Nag

.Hamfurﬁ-préiec. affice by mysaif. At this time the committee of the proposed

CfaciTity withbe handied out of the EPA-Ragion 10 office in Seattle. - Further

corrective action authority may be delegated tao the state in fime for them to
handle the permit for the facility. Thank you.

 Norm Hepner with Ecology.

Norm Hepner

Good evening. I'm Norm Hepner with the Washington State Depariment of
Ecology. We're the supporting regulatory agency for the proposed ERDF project

- and we work very closely with both Pam from EPA and Bryan with the Department

- of Energy to make this project a success. [t 1s important that you are aware

.-tonight_that- Ecology- has. issued a determination of significance under the

____state environmental policy act. Under this act, both scoping and the issuance

-+ - —of an environmental impact statement are required. Ecology has agreed to use
" the requlatory package being proposed-tonight as the draft environmental

packa
impact statement. Tonight, I'm really asking for your help, your input on
--what we-should be-leeking at in this reguiatory package. How wili ERDF be

" “effecting the environment, the water, the land, our resourcas, and for you to
~come forward and-tell_us_how_you would like us to address them in that

package. You aiso have an additional opportunity to comment on the regulatory

“‘package this summer when it comes out. [f you can though, tonight would be

the best and the earliest time to bring up issues. Following the overview by

Oepartment of Energy, ['11 be availabie to answer any questions you may have.
Thanlk v
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Thank you, Nerm. A1l right Bryan, if you'll talk about your role and aiso

about the project.

Brvan Foley
i oe e Sypeco-Good evening ladies and gentlemen.. With this proposed project is
- o= oprimarily to-assistin the devetopment ef- t"e regulatory package we're
R _3f+”;11v going tn d@_ihai_and_of course we' ‘ve got the sunport of the var1ous

o I'd Tike to say is that also worked very c]ose]y w1th both the Un1ted States

7ﬂﬂiff_ffmrnu1rnnmaq+n1 Pratection Acpnrv and the HaSh1ngton State Department of
Fcology. -Within the Department of Energy itself, there is a concepi that for

thIS particular project both for the design and construction of the project

the environmental restoration program wouid be managing that and the actual

?:3 7 “operation of it ‘would be dong by the waste mauagemem urgdnuanon 'ﬂlullu the
gglj;__ _ Dpnarfmpnt of Energy here at chn?and -and that's another-exampie of the Kind
Ao g ‘teaming that- we've done, not only internally, but among the agenc1es to
& . bring this facility to this particular proposal to you here this evening. So,
g%; without any further discussion et me get into the overview of the.
= Excuse me, thank you.

Just real quickly, it's Just absolute1y, w111 be hea]?y heipfu] for all of us

'?Tﬂ!"'E‘ T :yﬁu “havae. I,ﬁﬁj_@ﬁx_,s Commen LS, Hn.nu. that nn: o8 ﬁﬁiﬁ'h' for ug 1In
“trying to understand not only what- the values are that we have tried to
- recognize and account for to date that you all have presented, but aiso i
there's any concepts or thoughts that you have with regard to this proposai,
e . we want you to hr1pﬂ those gut this even1na because the preparatlons for
beg1nn1ng to do the regulatory package to authorize this facility are ongoing,
a number of activities are ongoing. In try1ng to bring this proposal to you
. _we have heard from you in vdrious forms Jike the Hanford site tank waste task
force and the future site uses working group. Various values that have been
communicated, and these certainly aren't comprehensive of all of those values,
but we think that they certainly are the key values, particulariy for this
“particuiar ﬁfﬂposal that we're talking about ton1ght the disposal facility,
_the jdea of using the central plateau wiseily for waste management. Just %o
give you an idea, and I probab]y Jumped ahead a little bit here but to give
7 yoéu an idea, not oniy are we going to talk about that, but we're also going to
talk about the need for the facility, the opt1ons for managing waste, the
alternatives that are going to be evaluated, the siting, the regu1atory
- oroject, excuse me, the regulatory and pruject schedule. We'll also sharse
with you the regulatory process and then a summary, if you will. So that
brings me to sharing with you the needs, why do we need this, why do we need a
oo seceglace to-put-the-remediation waste from Hanford, the cleanup waste, and
everyone has placed a high priority on cieanup areas aiong the river. To
- -- - - -- achieve this, the TPA provides for operable unit RODs beginning in 199% and
~“thése RODS will require, and when [ say RODs, excuse me, records of decision,
.-~ - -.--those-will require substantial cleanup of these operabie units beginning in
Tate 1996. So if removal of contaminates is the remedy that's selected for
e thesecvarious operabie units, there's an astimatien -at this-point of 20 to 20
million cubic yards of Tow-level radioact1ve hazardous and mixed waste which
" would be generated beginning -in- Tate-1996. The proposal that we have to bring
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re this evening that's currently under evaluation is for a waste unit, the
DF as it"s calTed, the Environmental Restoration Dispesal Facility, to be
ératigral by September 1996 and for this to happen, -the construction would
o begin by fall 1994. To allow construction to begin, this evaluation
proposal is-being conducted on an expedited schedule, which I'171 touch
on Tater on in this overview, and EPA does intend, as Pam mentioned, to select
remedy and issue a record of decision in September of 1994.
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tion of the options for this
3 a

na
ar- proposat-TThese are the opilion t had to be considered in order
ver the question of, "How to manage the remediation waste, the clean up
, generated during the clean up of the Hanford site.” So, given the
ious slide where I talked about the needs and shared those with you and
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rings me to-a discussien of a ¢ der
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expectation that in fact records of decision from operable units could

designate that the contaminatas have to-be removed, they have to go somewhere,
so we had to Took at these options. We do have the existing Tow-lavel burial
grounds, folks wouid want to look at that particular option and there we have
a RCRA compiiant landfill primarily for handling low-level radicactive waste.
There is a potential possibility that it could also handle mixed waste, it is
permitted for that although they're not deing that at this peint, but it is a
_limited capacity type of faciliiy, certainly not something that would be
prepared for the 20 to 30 milljon cubic yards that we're expecting, estimating

coosabothis point-to be gemerated--in the remediation waste, the ciean-up wastes,

and again this proposal that I'm sharing with you, the disposal facility,
would be just for the Hanford clean-up wasties. Offsite shipment, again, there

is a limited capacity in terms of the number of places thai-would be available

1o do that and the phenomenal costs of doing that are just, [ was truly amazed

‘3t hearing these-and the transportation, there's some issue associated with
~+hat and of-course there's a perceived risk scenario that's associated with

'r;;~transp9rtingmwaste_oifsita. Which brings me to the proposal again, the

Environmental Restoration Disposal Fawilily, which is another option and for
you this evening, hopefully, the preferred option, we certainiy would like to

" think that. ~So, having ltooked -at the opticns; for managing-the remediation

waste, that bring me to consideration of the alternatives associated with the
—proposal” and these atternatives here are specifically what are going to be

- -zddressed -inp what's known as the remedial investigation feasibility study, and

voy see here an alternative of no action and a second alternative of single
“evolying trench. ~Those are primarily the-two-alternatives. Ne action is
typically a baseline type of alternative commonly locked at under the CERCLA
process and this single evolving trench alternative includes a look at both
lining of the trench design itself and these are kind of design
within this single evelving trench. The Tiners and the covers
things that are also being evaluated as aifernatives in this
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ings us to some criteria. You know, what criteria do we use to
hose zitarnatives and-this {3y the first of two pages. These come
from, these criteria are not something that just kind of were, we made up in
our minds, but actually they come from the corrective action managements units
~rule under RCRA and they come from the CERCLA, the Compreshensive Environmental
Response Compensation and Liability Act, they are from the requlations that
form the basis for this, for trying to authorize this particular proposal.

=
‘_‘_L



“relevant 1n appropr1ata requirements and of Lourse that acronym there saying
" CAMU standing for the corrective action management unit criteria.

e¢e criteria are coming Trom those Key rsgulalions that are
ag it-here. - You-see;-net anly CERCLA and RCRA, but you can also see
some criteria from NEPA, the Nat1ona1 Environmental P011cy Act, and that, for

instance, the criteria there regarding sociocecomonic impact, that goes

directly to that, comes directly from that particular regulation that

criteria, and that would probably spark some interest in your mind regarding
___the reqiiatory process and we're going to touch on that a 1ittle bit in just &

minute here, értually;
For those of you that didn't get a chancs to see this earlier when you came in
st ooas we have begun to conceptualize this, fhis is a graphic, if you will, of the
o '”Cﬁncegt-at this peint of the propesal and s you can see here this is the
I actuai trench itself, the singie evolving trench, we have some of the support
= facilities, decontam1nat1on capabilities. You can see the rail line that
" would pravwﬂe the transportation from those operabie units where the waste is
preli generated to get it to a place to be able to manage the waste here. So you
fi: see the rail cars there with these closed top type of containers that would be
pvie “hringing mostly sofi, a Targe amount of Jow-level radioactive waste mostly
= bulk soils. Again, when I mentioned the 20 to 30 millien cubic yqrds that's

not all encompass1ng, but at this point that's the-estimation of what we're
seeing coming here. VYou see these are administrative support facilities right

down here.
-c.72 - This particular map is a little bit busy, and I apologize for that, but this
- is right frcm our, what [ want to share with you here is the beld Tine here
moving around the actual, this is the central plateau on the Hanford siie and

_you can see the 200 west area here and the 200 east areas.  Everybody seeing
i =7 Ty sointer fere? Ok -and then righ in the center are some of the PNL

-WY PUARITET q1ered
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S e gites, ifyouwilly “the Batielle jaboratory si
f?fuse‘_thev have 11ke for instance a meteor og1caT stat1on that is there and

© - “-then there is the Future Tite-Usas we*xan, Grodp buffer zone that*s shown by
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the dotted line here within the central plateau and we see some of the sites
w0 -~ -that were- cans1dercd. Site 1, and again the fundamental ¢riteria that were we
Tosked-at -in doing. the siting. study was_DOE orders and state and all of the
appropriate regu1atory orders and requirement and then also the fact that
there was a 6 square mile need for the facility for this particular. proposal.
.- You can see the basic 4 square miles that's needed and then an additional 2
-~ square miles of’ expans1on and ‘that's kind of a contingency basis, if you will,
~ — -~ 35 we do this regulatory procass we want to be able to insure. that we came as
- c1c°e'é§'poss1b1e to est1mat1ng the-actua.?need-and this 15 the basis and I'11

get into that a Tittle oIt more in a second, but the 6 square miles is the key

- n‘+?"::|"h1 ateai had sume
£ hills and valleys and
[t's also r1ght next to

;right up: here in the far cerner of th
hical probiems- in that there were a |
th ropping that weren't very appropriata.
- S'Bighwav 240 moving aiong down through here and again it's outside the
o - Future Site Uses Working Group boundary, if you will, the buffer zone and
< === again that particular report from that ‘group-of -fotks that had key stakeholde:



oo invelvement. in. that process was move the, keep the waste ceéntralized there on
— ===~ the central plateau so that we could be managing it most appropriate there.

Site 2, up here, that has the white bluffs trail some of you know the
"ﬁ1stor1cal s1gn1r1canc3“nf that running right through it. There's also a lot
of site infrastructures this is a transmission line, and roads, and things

~ 7 “~1ike that-that are mowing, that are right in the site itself, and so we had tg
consider what wadld happen to that™infrastructire-im the-event that there were
rprgb]ems with that and that brings me to what becams our preferred site
batween the 200 east and 200 wesi area here. It take advantage also of the

9Y1sf1n0 site infrastructure very well and it's the first removed from the
river, which was a key point in terms of the public values, of your values, is

-~ - tg get this contamination away from the river and alsc- i1t s at a greatest
distance here at the preferred site from the groundwater. The greatest deoth

~to ‘groundwatar there. S, and of course, it's totally contained within the

Future Site Uses Working Group boundary. Therefore, this site seemed %o be

~L}§— - the most protective of human health and the environment and for this proposal
Z. - ye-are saying that this is the preferred site.
[ 3
2> . So under the worse case scenarie, again, for those of you that may if your not
— Gﬁ]te clear on that, there's, looking at that 20 to 30 million cubi¢ yards
=t~ 7al) of the remediation waste;-the & sguare. miles is a worsa case scanario and
E _we'fa Tooking at varfous design options to try and use less Tand and that
brings me to kind of a taking that preferred site and showing you just that,
you see the 200 east and 200 west area, here, this is that Site 3, the 4
o - 77 square @i yau see crosshatched here is, you know, using a
co ench that's typically used to handle waste we would,
an _ZQ to 30 miliion cubic yards, we would use up that

and that would needed for that need there, for that
y through what's, what I think has really amazing

o
1t
rse we do Trave that expansion-capability over here, but
8
n

dmoaut of ﬁ—stemand
through the conceptual1zat1on and through the effort to try and minimize the
- Yand-use and minimize the foot print of this facility and you see here the
doubie crosshatchings. This is the s1ng1e evo]vang trench aiternative, where
”"ﬁhsféad‘ﬁf*hdving'tﬁe muluaﬁie trenches and the wasted land between those
" trenches you condense il of that-down into & a..gle trench-that would not
waste the Tand and conseguently and the other Key thing about titat s that

—b
[

- only evolves or opens up as much of the area as is need based on the waste
that-is forecasted as coming in. So, that's the key difference from a
conceptual basis on that.

This is our regu?atory pracess and very intaresting part of this part1cu1ar

_proposal, again you see uhe key reguiat1ons CERCLA and RCRA, the corrective
~action management anits, the Nationai-Environmental Policy Act; -and-the state
“anvironmental policy act, a1l of thuse under ine regulations and the
reqgulatory package 1tse1f that DOE is preparing and which will be one or the
products that you all will see here, coming scon. ~There's a proposed pian
-~ _---within that package which comes from ihis remedial investigation feasibility
study. There'll be a number &f technical documents that support that that
Soooeo Wit -be included. -The CAMU application, the permit application, under the
T corvective "action management unit's rule. Then there's this a NEPA road map,
which essentially is a document that will show, and I guess what I need to
_share with you is there is a pilot project conccpt that's ongoing right now

that is been agreed upon between DOE and EPA and Ecology to try and streamline



777777777 reguiations and this is an example of 1ntegrat1ng the excuse me, capturing

et - the valuss oF NEPE, the _intent 0F:NEPA, through a ircle-based framewor or

- - doeument atjon —framework; and so-this \“PA—.oadmaﬂ-4s simply a piece of paper

for those of you who want to be abie to see where those NEPA values have been

captured, it will tell you specifically where to go.—Things like, a thing

that you wouldn't normally see in CERCLA documentation, for instance, you

remember the alternatives the criteria there being socioecomonic 1mpacts you

- yioadd see, you would be abie-to find-the evaluation of that in this

e dﬁLﬁméhJ&L1on’by Tooking at the NEPA roadmap and then we have the draft SEPA

£IS here the state has mentioned. They will use the requlatory package to
satisfy the requ1rements for a draft EIS under the state environmental policy

act, EIS, meaning the an environmental impact statement,

and the implementing mechanisms here in the third green box here being a
record of decision, as you heard Pam tell you about and aiso the SEPA EIS and
~e---—-uTtimately, eventuaily a permit under RCRA for the CAMU.

re
S
1;%; <. .- Just about finished here, I've.get about two more slides, one of them s

T *alking about, this one's talking about our proposed schedule. We're actually
A emsmoady b s orighteRews aad -[othink-what- [ wanioto really, what's really important
Besd to share about this is that we are shortening, in this proposal the project
— execut1on process for down to cutting it by at Teast 3 years. It's different
s from the from a, it's.a much more fast track, if you wiil. The regulatory

5

pracass ts-also- heing accelerated and-is- reflected in_this schedule. You can
see here that the regulatory, we are preparing the regulatory package and you
will see that June 13 and it will be out for the public review of 45 days. I
_ just can't emphasis to you the amount of streamlining and integration of
— oo oo affort on-the-pari- of all three agencies to condense reviews and to look at
AR : gnangs as thej re -going in-erder to get this requlafory package out o you for
- nd here we have, aiso you can see that the record of decision
ntigned here Sentember 15 and we also have a 1ittle bit an the

vicd aTi T

i September 28;- 199‘._* recent TPA negotiation, which actually
- twas “justrsigned-tadayyrefiect this particular need. When I
- istruction -again,-we'ra talking primarily to that, you know,
ingle evelving trench conczpt as it would open up as more
- sste-would needed %5 be managed-and ultimately taken care of.
Sa, there's-only-a certain-amount..of that wngwou1d_ogaﬂ_up farst based on the

current waste forecasts. it S I guess the bottom line is, we're not going to
open up this huge thing, you know, and cause we don't knuw yet the final that
we're all working on potential estimates here of waste. .

. And finally, a picture here of the actuai closed site and this is truly a
- ~= -reflectien of the 1ntent which 1s t0, you don't see the butidings, they're ail
T of 'that, this is xacz:y whnat we'd hoped for the site to Took Tike oncz this
o “particuiar .acility 15 closed. No b1g monoiiths and things like that. It's
Cyery ”ctdra; -and 1% Tecks-very,-what I .7ike .about it is that .it._doesn't look
"~ " 1ike 1t*s impacted the future generations it doesn't Took 1ike its impacted
the with of significance to the environment and the aesthetics of it are very
pieasing.

, in summary, I gquess what I want to share with you 1s that we have
account for, strived to account for the public values that we talked
it the-very-beginning-and-if there is anything that we've missad there
those values, .if there'!s any interpretation that may have ncot



been correct or you have some different thoughts about it, please share it
with us. Again, we want to have your input and at this point I want to turn

it back over to our facilitator, Marty, and thank you all-very much for your
attention.

Marty Roselle

Ok, thanks Bryan.

b

==~ -~ Now we're to the part our agenda where we want to open it up to discussion
and as I mentioned at beginning and I will repeat it for those who might
L7 T hdve missed it, we wanted to divide the discussion period into two piecss,
_where we took questions first and then, if people have specific comments or
presentations that they wanted to make, that we would follow the gquestions
with those. These biue cards that I held up before, perhaps Lois or Allison

“could ‘walk through the audience and~if you would ‘*ﬁ; one,-please pul vour

—t -+ -
I3
L (D

i?; name and your affiliation if that's appropriate, 1if you want to make a

é%; comment or a prasentation. If you want to ask a question, then in just a
% 7 minute you can raisa your hand and we'll do that.

= . . .

- ~ - Just "to review the ground-ruie, we wantad to limit the discussien to this
— topic and wanted to wait and see how many cards we might have befare we

e discussed what sort of time 1imit to use for the comments and then as far as

the questions go, if you have a question and then if you have a follow up, you
can ask it right after that.

"Chancs to filT out your-cards. You can-fill-ouf your cards a time
don't think that you only have one chance and then we 11 come back to that,
Jet me get, have an idea of how many peopie would Tike to make some comments.

" I-think we will.go ahead and ‘start with ine questions and the
e}

0k, all right, good.

As far as the time 1imit goes; is 3 minutes ok, is that enough time for you

at1?
"“:f;;;ljj‘ﬁbf‘éhdﬁgﬁ"ﬁimaa**ﬂhat would be better? Five n1r¢t~s, about 5 minutes. Al
c=ows:copightsoIs=that-all right with-everybody, -if-we use 2.5 minute time 1imit on

the presentation port1on7 0k. We have a mechanlsm to keep time and I'11,
have an hourglass that's 3 minutes, so we can'i use that one, but always
.- -prepared, we have a timer that would go forever if we needed it. What I need
- is.a,.l.nead a volunteer fime kegper, somebody who would just volunteer to
just work this for me.

Any volunteers? They're going fo be busy answering questioms and tistening.
" This works real weil.

oo That'tll wake us up. . Could I get you to velunteer. A1T1 I'11 need you to do is
Just set it to f1ve and then when it gets to be about 30 secorids before it's
L . agoing to go off, you might just stard up. That might keep it from going off.
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' G et oostartwith queshions: then, -&H&f}---}-l You. WoUIOn- -t--mnd, I wayld
- - .—-appreciate-it-if-you'd come up to the m1crophone that w way we can be sure and
_ ———. _.get_ it .on the tape and introduce yourseif as well. Who's got a first
question? Yes.

Qur timekeeper. Course we're not timing the questians, right.

Jueastioner i

Yeah, T dan't have to kesp track of it since [ votuntesred for-that so
grac1ous]y, [ get to be the first one with questions [ guess.

That sounds fair.

Questioner 1

My o 1'm just regresenting myself ag a private citizen. |
“hadtae stions.~ Why, [-noticed that we had plans for st least
--1ack1ng-4n+c g--possibility of .an unlined-tranchﬂ.and“ja_that.part.gf Just a

baseline as we11 or is that really an option that you're looking at?

The Tliners are, the different liner concepts there for the proposal include

—tplined- trenc“,-l mean it was, there are those considerations that we have ta

look at when we are evaluation the alternatives. It was, we thought that we
... should look at the ramge of pussibilities there. - One ofthe key things that |

guess we should share with you is that, there's a need for us to initiate this
nar+1cu1ar proposal should we get into construction to actua11y do, have a
unit that has minimum technology requirements under RCRA at this point for the
starting phase of the proposal. In other words, you would have to be double
lined and have a leachate collection system. Those are minimum techno]ogy
requ1reme;ts, but there is an understanding that perhaps later on, aonce we've
-been-abie-to-gather-enough information about the performance and ahout this
site about the preferred type that we'd be able to perhaps relock at moving
-~~~ perhaps away from that if it's possible for the sake of cost =FF1r1ency, for
L ST the S;En of “just “how, “yau Know, whai the needs ars to make sure that it's safe
~- -~ ~ana protective of ‘humar health and the enviromment, but there's that potential
that it couid be uniined so in this startup part we're Kind of making sure
"~ that we examine that those possibiiities here in that remedial investigation
- feasibility study . -.Did.I answer your questiion?
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I think so. I guess the assumption that ['m hearing is that the soil that
first goes in is going to be the same as the soil that goes in 10 years from
then and 20 years from that. So you know, I think your, the idea of that you

ST woutld -estabiish -the performanc “of this system just couldn'i happen. So
s =oo o thatle.my comment back ta yeur answer to my nuest1on.

E—— z . Lild e = Ay WWHHISIIL YELn Las P aaiertrwr W 3, HEEEE

My other then, is that you had a total of a 6 square mile facility. Did the
B - 20 +o 30 million cubic-yards,-was that for the 4 square mile faciiity, or did
that include the 2 mile expansion area.

Brvan Foley

4

No, the idea was that the 20 1o 30 million cubic yards was for the 4 square
-737777~ﬁ77m11e5 using the cgnvenf1onal trenching method. The conventional way that we
= would build a Tandfilt type of i rench where there would be multiple trenches
ity and that would take up the 4 square miles for that 20 to 30 million cubic
b yards.

2
o _
o Questigner
'f:f"““ "‘Gk; s0 you really have 1ike a 50% contingency here for our estimate on the
& amount of waste volume that's being produced.

Brvan Foley

There is that, the total need right now is 6 square miles and that beyond the
4 square mile need using that as [ mentioned the multipie trench concept. The
C 77 sguare miles is that pxnans1on contingency that the potential need for
_ . --perhaps some-kind of continusus-expansion and we're. gneration on esiimates of

waste, remediation waste.

That additional 2 square miles is in case we, our original estimates were:
(1) wrong, that we end up hav1ng more remediation waste, and if
contaminationwaste/decommissioning waste will be gn*ng into the ERDF that
sn't -planned- fer.ﬁflbere ~also qome.con51derat1ons in the 200 areas
emselves that we didn't take into account. Most of the waste generated for
e 4 square miles from the 100 and 300 areas.

but my

smommnotio Ok, 11T finish o of fothis question-and let somebody else have time,
7 question thenis, is the-53%-contingency; what basis-is behind -that? -Is there
i _any. kind of calculation, any kind of error ana1ys1s that goes along with that
- ——..or_are we just saying, I'don’t Know that's 50% sounds about right?

Pam Tnnis

Itts=pretty-much of a ballpark figure.

nllnc+‘1nnnv' 1
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The latter of the two, that's, ok, thank you.

ear the question or do [ need to
Ok nnH
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~In the back, are you able to h
Can- you -hear-them in-the back:-

or
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Is there another question?

Questigner 2

Yes, relative to institutional controls, what's the design for giving up
4dnstitutional controls for _the fac111tv7 How long do you assume institutional
e s ceantpats persist to protect the eavironment-and public health and safety?

Brvan Foley

g;t That's a good questioen.

T ~-—Questioner 2

x.

= You don‘t know, I assume you don't know the answer.

--- o 1t-dpesn't jumn.right into my mind with the. . .

Questigner 2

Let me ask another’ quest1dn‘ Do yau “dntend to ‘design the facitity for the

" Tong térm, such that you-don't need institutional-controls? -Is-there a design
requirement? You tajked about long-term effectiveness. Is there

"~ requirement on long-term effectiveness or is that a goal or what d

by effectiveness? ~Is ‘it free use, you had-this-nice picture up on t

... ._...._Dges that mean that we could put a farm there and a person putting his well

S down through the middle of the thing when you're saying it's clesad, yes.

[« I 4]

Bryan_Foley .

e e -2 NoL o Theoin-terms—of-tong-term effectivenaess, it-gets the betiom Hine f5 that
we expect that the facility, this proposal wou[d be protactive of human health
and the environment for the duration that it through its final

Questioner 2

Infinity

Brvan foley

Well, through the ciosure of the facility and. .



Well, that's 30 years in, what about 100 year in?

Let me help out here. We are going to assure that we are going to protect the

“-environment.- There's-geing i¢ be a Tot of risk based data- qa1rg inte that and
[ believe the numbers up in the, to get fo the Cotumbia River-up at 10,000
years.

JQuestioner 2

No, I'm just talking about the site right there.

Norm Heoner

0

\)“

= I realize that. There will have to be institutional controls. You will not
= be able to place a well through the landfill.

o

— ~~~Questioner 2

[
o 'Ok,'so'if YOU‘TE*GOiﬂg-tﬂ commit the site resources permanently to this
‘O~ -~ purpose, don't you need to have an EIS with a record "of decision rather than

this other process to commit tg to go through a reguiar EIS process to
tl

commit that resource permanently?

-~ -I-guess what 1 would share with you is that, the values and the intent of NEPA
______ ~ we 're hoping through this nilot project to- be able to show that these values
i are captured in the regulatory package and they're considered and evaluatad

and I guess what might be helpful s, you know [ know things 1ike

- sp;1oeconcm1c impacts, accumulative 1mpacts fong-term, that kind of thing,
) whwch is typ1ca11y ‘associated with or 1ook at under the NEPA process, what in,
“we're hoping-to-capture those things and if therg's something that you have in
your mind that you think that an EIS mignt have that this regu1atory package

or this framework might not have, thait would be helpful.

- Questiongr 2

Well, we'll give you that comment. I'Was'jUéf”f?&ih@'to understand whether or

not you ant1c1pated that if 2 permanent commitment ©T reESUUrTES redquired an
o FIS or not.

I think [ hear you saying, "No, it doesn't.”

Bryan Foiey

e e e e ) t

"WelT, under, there is not an intent to do am £IS under the NEPA process.



Questioner 2

- The answer is no, we don'ft need an EIS for the. permanent commitment of those
resources.

Brvan Foley
fes.

Questigner 2

What, one other last question. What apout judicﬁal review of that RCD? Are
you going to -have that feature, which is inherent in the NEPA process, or no?
i Brvan Froliey
) That opportunity to appeal, is that whai you're taiking about?

-
= Yeah, to go to court and ask the question, hay, 15 this a-isgitimatle,
neyT .-_ﬁéfma-f_éf_t “commitment of resgurda?

T Bryan Faley

-1 would certainly think, but I'm not positive, but [ would certainly think
that thers'd be an opportun1tj for you to be abie to make that kind of, to do.

Questioner 2

So, that‘11 be in the regulatory process and that feature of NEPA will be in

the process.

Bryan Foley

“To not have in opportunity to be abie {o have judicial review or to be able to
make an appeal about this, doesn’t seem 1like that we would be able, that
wouldn't make sense.

Questigner 2

il

<na
sag,

Morm Hepner
I think EPA with us.

Oam Tante
Failt LIyl >

~ Bob, undey the CERCLA-authority there is-not 2
" duéstion abaut this, then—it would probably be

scenario other than at CERCLA.

udicial review. If there is a
rought up under some other



Questioner 2

at-I'm-trying-to understand 1is, you don't have a CERCLA

"fe%frycucdanft:hﬁyﬁA? Rr “@&tﬂh_ you- don't ha»e | HEPH review. You got
it sounds like, so the

is, what features ‘of NEPA, part1cu1ar1y the judicial review aspects

inherent _in NEPA progess, are going to De inherent in this process

e describing? I think that's the guestion.
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.Thank you. I'll have to get back to you on that cne, Bob.

Martv Roselle

Another question?

B Yes ma‘'am, in the back.

re Questianer 3

e— "I'apd]ogize'fﬁr‘m'SSTng the presentation. If this is a low=jevel waste

iﬁf"' ”ﬁdfii?”"p1us hazardous waste, are you taking into consideration in your
TG~ T packaging and” i thepo ossibilities of lining the trenches and what not, that
T TTdomE’ |0w-|EVEI WaSLE 13 ﬂj'cr mgre _tﬂ—f"\T\": &nd |||u\..u'ulﬁ[1: dl‘.‘.ad1f thqu some

nigh-level waste? You know, that our definitions are mixed up and Tow-ievel
"1< not truly Iow-level all the time and that h1gh -level is sometime less toxic
- —-—than Tow=level, | mean,-how are you ‘dealing-with. thatl issue?

Pam Innis

we have- aﬁEu?f%” “waste-acceptance criteria that are going to be imposed on the
facility that we're Tooking at and part- of that- input -that we have on siting

w1tn those waste acceptance criteria are risk assessment of those different

"~ constituent that would be going into the facility. We have set specific

criteria that they must meet as far as risk and I believe it's stated in the

Tri- Party Agreement at the boundary of the facility with the firsi 100 years

will be a 10 to the -5 risk at that boundary directly beiow the facility to

© " thewater tabie and-after that it will be 3 10 fc the -4 risk.

Juestioner 3

‘Can you translate into publicly understandable language what 10 to the -4 and
10 to tne -5 means to just the general public? How, it's like transiate the
math- I don'% know my math that well when it comes to 10 to the minus.

100,000 what.
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Pam Innis

1 in 10,000 for the, plus or minus.

fuestioner 3

Questioner 3

Do you any kinds of; are your leoking al how you're-geing-t
that goes in there.
Pam Innis
We're looking at different aptions. Prim
————— Primarily we're locking at bulk dispesal of the soiis.

Juestioner 3

What does bulk disposal mean?
Pam Innis

Itid be Joose soils.

one of.

TAPE 1, SIDE B

Pam Innis

JF‘
£
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-1}
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- There will-be some logse n
burial grounds.

‘Or 10 -4 and then 100,000 to the 10 pius 5, plus or minus 5,

risk.

marily we're looking at bulk disposai.

De more appropriate

naper or what ever coming, some of the disposal,
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Norm Hepner

“ARything with large voids which we would worry about subsidence or dirt
acfn¢1Ty ‘seeping into the voids ﬂd causing -some--depression in the land fill
or in the unit itself. So, that would have to be containerized to insure that
would breach the 1iners or the covers.

Juestiogner 3

"So, soil wouldn't be containerized and anything that isn't soil might be
T eontainewized? Is-that sort of what ['m hearing?
Pam Innis
For-the most part-some of the-sgil alsc may be containerized. We'll be
- “logking at worker safety to give us guidelines on that. There may be some
+hat snould be Containerized to promote worker safety within the facility.

W39 .04

Bryan Folev

And again the waste acczptance criteria that we would set and the way that the

" waste is actually placed in it would be, again, not only protected of the

workers' safety but alsa of the Tiner and everything else to make sure that it
was, well contained, if you will, within the whoie unit.

-Norm Hepner

we re really at the early stages of the waste acceptance criteria. Is there
ae | Tomean do-yeu-fesl -that -everything shouid-be centainerized? What's your

1-think that you have to be awfully careful when it comes to just saying this
_is Tow-level and that s high-level. High -level doesn't go in, low-level does
because some low-level, like I'm say1ng is far more deadly than high-Tevel

'”waste"and'far"mcre*threatEfurg +6-the worker health and safety, et alone

pub?ic health and safety later on down the road. So that's, basically what
T'm

I'm saying there, and then just one other quest1cn for r1ght now. Can you go
ahead “and meke_p1ans Tike this not knowing the answers to a lot of ihe
questions-peeple-are asking right now? T don't understand the process of now
“that works, that you can-go ahead and plan this land fil1, at Whatever stage
§t's-at-now, but not Kknow the answers to the guestians that we're asking real
thoroughly.

I quess what I'd 1ike to share is that the, what we do here was talk about
some- ot the- GG igms-that Hcpﬂ ppwnln&11y rnncwdgrgd and our pro Osa] to you
was-based an, after Jooking at the other options like OFF<1*e end other, that

this nart1cuTar concept be one that we, and again are trying to account for,
striving to account _for the public va]ues that had been communicated that this

__ he_tha direction that we nesd to go, and again we're ‘working under that

--expedited need-for being. able. haV1nn a place to put the remediation waste so



Questiagner 3

we-need to begin work on this proposal, and truly only in the past few months,

I mean, I can't believe ‘the short time frame, but-we've had already and again
~we just kind of had to begin developing a kind of proposa] and the purpose of
“this meeting of course is-to get your input om.

Start looking for the criteria for this plan.

Martvy Roselle

And I would add that this is a, you know we are in what we're calling a
- - -scoping process

1(&;*; Right.
& Marty Roselle
= “Which is trying to focus and one of the -challenges of
e coming early before you have answers and having peop]e
= “¢oming too Tat& when you've aiready made decisions and
N
H - -garliest point right-now.
uestioner 3
***** - cesAnd L odidntt- realize that this was just at that Jevel.
my guestions —are-coming from.
Marty Rosalle
_ Land Nl
GuUUd . Wi,
Questioner 3
Thank you very much.

" Is there ancther questidon?

A1l right in the back, yeah.

Questioner 4

Is everyone introducing themselves?

noohlic 9
| B i

ou nvalvement is
feel frustrated or
so we are at the

_So that's partly where



Marty Roselle

Well, the first fellow did and I forgot to prompt people to do it 'cause were
in the guestion peried so, I

Questioner ¢

So, I don't need to introduce myseif, thanks

I just want to ask a question. 1I'11 introduce myself when I testify.

I need elarification of what you said were going to be the risks levels, the
design risk levels, at what boundary and what time.

0k, w1th1n the Tri-Party Agreement, it's been established that aiong the
_ vertical plane of the facility, bqs1cal1y trench, that the risks would be 3
" 10 to tha -5 for the first 160 years and a 10 to the -4 thereaftar.

Questioner 4

a vertical plane, would you explain that in plain Tay Tanguage?

el

'Ok, looking at it im Kind of & 3=0 picture, you know~if “the facilities up here
and the groundwater is down here the vertical plane would be from that
facility edge down to the groundwater.

Questioner 4

0k, so, the risk to hypothetically exposed persons utilized from the
—_groundwater will be 10_to _the minus fifth for the first 100 years?

Pam Innis
Directly under the facility.

Questigner 4 -

Ok, and 10 to the minus fourth thereafter, and have you considered that state
“waulitoxics control act sets an ARAR of 10 to the -47
Pam Innis

Beyond the facility boundary 1 believe is how they would put that to place.
This is within the facility boundaries we're caiiing basically this area under
the facility, kind of, used for the facility.

4
4
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ity boundary
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ahat makes you think that in 6 years, 10 years, that the fa
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Assistant Secretary Grumble, of releasing the 1and? [ mean the facility
, houndary's going to be Highway 240 and before you can spit.

 “Maybe that would be a clarification when [ speak of the facility. Gerald, ['m
-~ speaking of the trench itself not the Hanford facility, it would be the
L ddkaal
1

~777 "~ "disposal trencn itse

Questioner 4

-0k, "and-so" you will -be-toeking at the mock -of -standards. as .an ARAR?

Yes we will.

Nisactinnar 4

BVUCJhIUIIGI T

= Haye-yoti-ahse ooked- at;-will you meet-the same container requirements
- - pbiTired at thecommercial-Tow-Tevel waste site-and DOT container requirements
~3s if you were bringing waste in from offsite?
Pam [nnis
T 7T ggddn, we'T1 be Teoking “at buik dispesal for the faciifty rying to minimize

cost for remediatiom. If there are any containers that "need™ to be used,
they'1] be decided at the operable unit-itself-from the remediation, if it's
decided to ba.

ool gues s I tieconfused. ~-You're-saying-that you've alresdy made & decision to
utilize bulk disposal before you've even gone through a effort to comply with
Jooking-at-alternatives with an open mind. ['m a 1ittle bothered by that.

. _--So your saying that you would like us to look at the containerizatiaon
requirements and be sure that we're eviluating. .

Well, I'm think it's pretty damn ridiculous to have a low-level waste site
“requlated by the NRC, subject to DOT stands for the wasta that's brought in,
~ that meets one standard and then create a dump next to it that you Jjust dig a
-~ -big hote-and dump the -soil-in-when the -ether site has to mest requirements for
containerization, use backfill to make sure that you don't have voids, makes
some common sanse doesn't it? That's all, thanks.

“Marty Roselle

Thank you.
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_BC control area,

"I know one of the consideration

__Not _during the construction phase.

0id you have a question?
Questioner §
Yes I do.
s B
Ma\"T.Y KOS j1a
A171 right.
igh

Quastioner 5

Considering that there’'s a § square mile surface contaminated area, called the
erol just to the east of the proposad disposal site 1ocat1on why

isn't the preferred location for the disposai in this surface cantam1nated
area’?
Unknown
That's a good guastion
Thers were no previously-contaminated sites -on-the 200-areas-platesu that had
sufficient space to locate the ERDF on
jestioner 5
Well, but the BC control area is 5 square miles and it's part of your
expansion area. It's already within the BC control arsa.
Brvan Foley
Are you, is that the BC comtrol area, is-that the BC cribs, -is-that what

ou're referring to?
Y

Questioner &

around surrounding the BC cribs.

Yeah, but the 5 squdre mile

Pam_Innis

we looked at for the construction of the
facility was exposure to workers, if they would be handTTng centaminated
surfacs contamination. There's a possibie exposure scznaric there.

Quastioner §
yuesiigns

=) ' H ~

But the disposal facility will be doing that anyway.

innis

| Uh

: The ideas is to minimize exposure to the
contract people who would be developing the facility.
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And, if [ could say something else there, in actually, I quess there, we're,

- in- lonk1ng at that area, there would have to be an excavation of that in order

“to-put in te agtuau15Lput,1ﬁ the-proposed, and then what would you do with
that. .
Questigner §

BC cribs and trenches only occupy a smail part portion of that 5 square miles.
The rest of 1t is surface contaminated and already essentially committed to

~Sounds Tlike that's an alternative and a comment that you would like for us to
Tagk at, ana,ar;ycu*dt?ikE”tnﬂb?ﬁng_that up again during the comment period
“that would be great. —Alse, {~weuld 1ike to encourage you ail to minimize the
side conversations-or perhaps go cdf5ide becausa it's distracting and it's
kind of hard to hear up here.
Did you have a question?
b msimm M=T 2
1K ITTOWIT dlad
We did Jook at the 200 BC, there was d previous study done on ancther crib

--that, it was thought to be too hazardous from a human hea]th and safety
tﬁ;£_area. 'S6 that it ‘was considered and we looked at it from a human health
standpoint, it was not one of the things we wanted to pursue.

" Questioner 6 {backaround}

No you discovered the BC cribs and trenches, but the barriers was still ok fo
hold the dispesal site and the remainder 6f the - - -, gspecially if you
are ‘going to a minimized sized trenches, you-may never even.expand this
faciiity cutside the of this contaminated area.

So, are you saying, use that area.

Why .open up clean .desert, when you've got dirty desert right in that spot?

Norm Hepner
u'gé*g'yf

u avi ib
inder of t

"'place § barrier over ihe c¢rib area
area for the evolving trench.

nd then use the

[*1]

ng,
he
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Questioner 7

iscu

_ Yeah, just fwc’ﬁﬁ?fk'uormeﬁ{fl* In-the- ewerhead-that you-had 4 s
alternatives or options, one thing that T think was missi was a treatment
option, an offsite or I should say, a removal and treatment option before
disposal. Such as removal of Tong-1ived radionuclides and treatment of the

sgil. [ think that should be an opt1on and then <¢onsider it a jow-level,

9—sh0ru-1.v=d radionuelides disposal facility, for the long-Tived radio-nuclide

or vitrified or taken to the h1gh-1evel repository. Now, the other comment is
somewhat along the lines of what this gentlemen here.

Gy

“ 15 that a Guastion; were you asking whether or not they did Took &t that?

ure, whether you did or and basically a suggestion to include that, it
s not included.

The - o was not 'nns1dered d1rect1y for the d1sposa1 facility.

n
Any treatment th t would take place, “woatd tdke piace at the--operable-unit and
be recorded in that record of decision for the operable unit.

DJTJ

Bryan Foley

Marty Roselle

Before the waste got to the facility.

Rafore the waste got to the facility.

Ok, I guess ‘then it reiates back to the system to the overall systiems

enq1near1nq “of “the entire fatx?}»j and semewhat- rnlatec to the other quest1on

*'rnmment that he had, it makes since to'me to pull the cuhtamimation away from

“the river from the IUO areas from the--300- areas-and such, but it doesn't make
tome to oull the-contamination from the r‘nn’rnmm,__ed zones within the

s—'lﬁ'\-e LA e W Sl il ELER - HHERT A £ EUIT i

72@@_@_@@ piateau in the east and west areas and create contamination zone in
basically clean areas except for the BC crib area. Thank you.

Martv Roselle

" Any ‘other questions?- Ok, Jets move on to comments then. Question? Yeah, go



My name s Allen Vauit. _Have you done a performance assessment on this
disposal site and what's your expectations on the groundwater, radionuclides.
You have.

- Beyan Foley
There's a plan to do a performance assessment.

uestioner 8

~ e eo-- You're going-1g- start construction in 8 months and you haven't dane 3
performance assessment?

G

£§§ Again, the performance assessment is part of the schedule of this proposal.
| e
|3
o Questioner 8
_—T
N 0k, you haug’g base to _ark on the grout performanca assessment says the types
- - - gf-things you're proposing even with the double leachate collection Tiner, you
o know, 6/7 thousand years your mater1a1 is in the dgroundwater. Now, while ['m

ask1ng if you've done this, do you have mixed waste, do you have 1and disposal

-rastiricted waste.

thers is a potential for mixed waste to be generated,

Questioner 8

-~ - My interpretation of “egdlat*ans says that requires.a double leachate
Cwe T o PepiiectioRs1ineroasa minimom T You- said you're. “aing_ia laok at minimum
L tachnology Tiner. We did that 50 years ago. Are ycu going to dig
oo = -upy the pre-1070 waste?--We've already done that test. The state law also

T By iR R A =

requ1res, my 1nterﬁretat1on that you evaluate thg treatment option which
you're not -doing. ~You should-ieok- at-incepting vitrification. You're just

- taking a waste source and mov1ng it to let it b1eed into groundwater.
" Requlation say you will Took at treatment and you've excluded that.

Questiogner 8

~——-- - - --Regulations say you look at changing, treating the waste and changing the
waste form, not JUSt packaging it. Does your package have a 10,000 year life?
~ You're worried about subsistencs. . -This tin-box you're going to bury it in, is
it going to Tast 10,000 years? Have you looked it these things?



Brvan Foley

Again, I guess [ would tell you that I know we have a plan to try to execute.

Questianer §

You don't
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“ Well, and that was the other comment early in-question. We are at the
- --beginning-in-a-scoping-and-so that's a good guestion thai been noted.

i

e
== You Wave i eonstruction schedule, voi'rs gaing to start in 8 months and you're
T going to meet -all the NEPA requirement. That's what you said.

o3~

—_ Marty Rosslle

= vyeah

It's an ambitious schedule and it may not be doable, to see what, but the
comments are good ones and that's what we need to hear and why.

=0k, last call for guestions at this point. Any more?
k.
ATT e mlade  mmerman -~
All Tignu, Coummenus.
-1 do -have some-cards and-again,-if you'd 1ike to make a comment I'd appreciate
—— - it.if.-you'd pick up a biank card. There are a couple of people aroqund the
room with them. Our timekeeper, our volunteer timekeeper, what was your first
- namé again? -Erde. - If yeu wouldn't-ming standing .up.when there's apout
- ~--10 geconds before the 5 minute-time peried. I'd appreciate it.

m

A11 right. Our first commentor-or speaker-fs Bob Cook with the Yakima Ind
Nation. Baob.

=y Pnnb

H
DY MUMR

. . . 1 eluded to some of the comments [ was going to make by my questions, but

. basically, there was note of the U.S. Ecology site right next door to this
particular site. It has requirements of no institutional controls being
allowed to be assumed beyond 100 years past closure-of the-site, and it
assumes that you can't take credit for any engineered barriers beyond

'duG years -after the engineered barrier’ s installed. You can’'t assume a life
~fer-an- eﬁg,neeFe i Barrier beyond 500 years to protect the public health and

T 'quety “ I'm not sure what the public health and safety risk is, but I don't
a-"——__—-f-t }wm 1t -5 }0 to the -4 for that site, I think it T1ke 10 to the -6, that the



T owight at the site. I think you need to consider @li- tfe scenarios that are

potential scenaries that could exist on the site and around the site,

" including farming scemarios, irrigation scenaries, that can raise the

groundwater right up into the waste dispesal facility, particularly,

oo potentially considering those hydrolegic conditions there. There very well
may be some sort of co-leachate zone in that area that causes the groundwater
to be perched up into inundate that material. The BC crib area had about

.32 miilion gallans of water dumped into the area in the past and told, I don't
know if this is for sure, but I'm told that the tritium that went in never
"“rgached the groundwater. That was the case in other areas where the ground
was more permeable, but it very well could be due to some sort of aquetard,
not aqueduct, but a co-leachate layer or something else that kept the water
- causad it to spread out. One of the comments that the land use group,
_____ . _which I-was-a-member of, said was to, don't create any harm, don't do anymore
-7 - - damage to the resourcas.-- This clearly leoks like it's ufilizing a new

... uncontaminated area, which is inconsistent, at least-the way [ interpreted

e that, that advice is inconsistent with the advise that that group gave you
_Eiz The buffer zone was not intended to be a disposal zone, it was intended to be
&2 a buffer zone. The intent was to utilize the areas for wasie management

me oo --—etivities that-are-already being.-utilized, not new wasta management areas and
— that buffer zone was intended to keep people away; not-to—create a new wasie

R Aienneal araa
£ Mdiapu=al at -

that went al
- That was a b

. At least that was the way [ undersiood the buffer zone, and
ng with the idea that you don't utilize new uncontaminated area.
g issue, to do no harm to the-natural resaurces.

ST The Tast-thitng that theYakima Nation is-clearly invoived;-interested in is
h ' re not abrogatad in some regard by some

mal\ingj .‘;'u'l"_'\:.'_ _‘!_:;7. ~ Lt gk .a., I

permanent action that such @ disposal facility may cause, the Yakimas have

rights to gather fruits and medicine and utilize that land for various other
o uses including hunting and pasturing stock. Pasturing stock, we have

ted is probably limiting scenarie, if they chose to do that with respect
ve 5. Eeology 3ite; which the state {s looKing  to clese and trying to do
rformance assessment on. The scenario involves irrigating crops,
rrigating alfalfa crops- for pasturing stock, three crops a year for example.
That‘s a lot of through flux of water and that scenario should clearly be a
-~ scanario that's -used in whatever performances assessment you use to determine
" acceptabiiity. We are very skeptical that you can in fact achieve or do your
disposal, 1like you're possassing it without treatment as was suggested here,
“7 and without any Tong-term engineered barriers and still meet those requirement
= - with-a large iaflux-of water coming. through the surface, in the future, which
- {5 gging -to-be, so this whoie issue~of institutionai -controls vou should come
to grips with and would hope that you wouldn't be any less conservative with
respect to institutional controis than the Tow-level burtal-ground rignt at
-~ -the edge of the site. And the other thing is that the cumulative impacts of
= eeee g3 the other burial grounds-should be considered and the site should be safe
and usage shouid be aliowed in the future it seems.
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Marty Rose

Thank you Mr. Cook.

"Cynthia Sarthen, Heart of America Northwest.



I'm staff attorney for Heart of America Northwest. I'm not making an official
__statement right now, ['m making 2 personal statement because I had nothing to
= -~ say before I walked in here, T now have a Tot to say. 1 realiy disturbed that
'peﬁp1é were sent here to face the public on a process that we were told was
going to.integrate CERCLA and NEPA when they don't even know what NEPA is all
S " about.  First of all, no, theve is no Jjudicial procass when it's been
integrated 1nto CERCLA. Second of all, you do not come in and give
- ~—csnclusions in-a NEPA hearing; a :Egping nearing is to see what we think you
T ~shoutd 66ﬁ51d§%, ot the conclusions you have already reached. Nor it is
) really appropriate to start, sort of, making people ask guestions when they
want -t comment, or somehow czstigate people, or have people s1de with ather
peaple on- the way that “fhey answer questions, &r winatever, and I apologize,
" but 1 sort of puint that at-the facilitater,-cause I fell.-that there has been
- ‘3 little bit of a, "well, they didn't really say that and we didn't really do
o that, and we are really early in the process,” ~and-that's net the way to get
= the public to come up here and talk. Because most pegple feel very afraid to
& - 7 get before this microphone anyway.. Second of all, to put you on notics since
"ggf"" © itis out on your table, the )uau: haa invoked the SEPA procass. Which means
= - -~ -yhether or not DOE does an £1S, this will be subject to judicial review,
ST U7 becausé T the state witio Aol e illowed ta ‘tssue-3 permit if people chalienge
g the adequacy o{,t“1s process. So whether or not this is an integraieg

“process, vou still have to-do a full NEPA-type procass. Second of all, I'm
really disturbed about the ERDF process, or the facility, not because [ don't
think it's a good idea and not because I den't think it's necessary. I do
-+ pelieve 4t's necessary, but what I'm worried about is, I don't see DOE
© " zonsidering the potentiai for recycling of materials. Now I know that there's
- ne regyglgng of matgr121< to release them to the outside world, but [ do
- beT1eve “dnd 1t has been told to us uy yery many exgerts in th: field, that
— tharse 3 lot of material that canm be recyc]ed and reused at facilities like
o ‘Hanford, which-woiuld reduce the amount of waste e that would go into the soil at
. Hanford,_ﬁpg_j worry becausé 1 have read DOt do cuments whera DOE considers
oo that-the soil-of the sigbe o -Washington really -has ne value 2nd, therefore,
it ¢an be useﬂ*au no cost to anyene, and I think the people of Washington
would differ with that opinion and that the soils amd the Tand of Washington
,,,,, - gpe-valuable to us and we would like vou ta use as little .of ii _as pessible
o -foreg- permanentorapesi u;y.fqr_1eng—11"ed radionuclides. Because whether ar
not it Tooks pretty on top, that site will pose a danger to our chiidren and
our children's children and so we would 1ike the highest of all protections
- pn<q1hln We would like a consideration of institutional controls. We wouild
Tike an open “and honest consideration of a1l -alternatives; and we would like
you- to censider whether some of these materials can be treated before they're
' Diaced in here and whether they can be recycled. I don't think that's very

Ll oA

" much to ask and I would like this process to consider that. Thank you.

4
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Marty Rosella

--- - .Thank you. Gerald Paulett, Heart of America Northwest.

T Can-l-yse the podium, because [ need to be able to read my notes, put them on
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Marty Roselle

You don't have enough Tight over there or what do you need some.
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Marty Roselle

Ok.

< !‘.:; 1 4-4-
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Can I do that?

Marty Roselle

A1l right.

To satisfy NEPA and
mist do the followi
A. --Conduct publ{
intand *n z2dn
IR E"E-F11%] [P ¥ [*S¥ 1 5]
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e em ternative Sy

D. Comprehensive
for waste man

“the proposed
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ings on the draft package of all documents that you
r the NEPA and SEPA process, as equivalent.

ot
=
[ W {
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ach has been
assess all environmental impacts of the action and
including an assassment of specific wastes that couid be

nust campreﬁen51ve1y, and I stress comprehensively, assess
~foresesable impacis including-311.forageeabie uses of the

$nwa-af noas Aiving anly the ‘F"‘ﬂ"‘"’ ohage

Lodu Ul Uoego WUl 1y UlllJ Wit 1 irae ¥ S.

1y assess the costs of the action, use of this dump site,
agement and remedial action units which will be covered by
actian and demonstrate that the prior commitment of

E"QiT"“'t orejudice subsequeni treatment versus disposal

P v

uacy of the document package may be challenged pursuant

. The public isn't willing to give up its NEPA rignts if
1lenged. If you haven't looked at all of the

oy haven't usad the. interdisciplinary process, etc.

SEPA-and NEPA reguirements for being easily
perm1t documents in other words, and reviewable by
ecisions makers, pursuant to SEPA, and the

CLr'l‘ml



sesea.ios oo gpgantzatien of -the documents-has-to be-clear-and the. package as a whole
must be easily distributed.

ckage has to address the irreversible commitments of Tand and

G777 T The pac
© 7T 7 “funds and discuss how those commitments will not foreclose subsequent
cost benefit anaiyses and the choice of alternatives and review of
- alternative technologies including, in your scoping we want to have you
address how you will “meet the letter and intent of RCW7105-050 and our
S ?*?’f’i’Staté'si“ﬂfté”manasgu snt practice statutes? We want you to address the
<impact-of land commitment on ireaty rights, natural resources, and the
values of the Future Site Uses Working Group, and here we want to
—---- -andorse comments offered on behalf of the Yakima Indian Nation by Bob
B Cook hefore me. Specifically-and in particular we want to emphasize
B -—-that-apparently you've totzlly misread the report of the Future Site
~ Uses Working Group which put an extremely high value on not using clean
e Tand for disposal. That you need to look comprehensively at the
= ' 200 area and assasS’ﬁh the document pac&age ali potential wastas that
gy v oooemay gesintora “Tandfill “after treatment.is_met, _and what areas are
I - available. Fcr such a .unit within the boundaries of the exisiing fencas
S ___.gf the-200-areas.- -As- Bob said, the buffer-zone?_and.L_wotked_qn_tha;
Eﬁ; saction of the repart, the buffer zone was meant to be a buffer zone,
— nat your dump site. Thank you.
- Marty Roselie

Thank you. Page Knight, Hanford Watch, Portland.

I fzi‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%fﬁﬁa y Vet of “teehwical advice to-offers You Know, -l come here as
s many- peaple -wo &¥d think-in this audience .as an outsider, but [ come here
. because I'm concerned about groundwater contamination, air contamination, and
o ITT Tighat that does to, net only vourselves; but to the region &1l around you and [
feel iike I'm apart of that region down in Portland and I actually represent
£ & -and I'm net here io be

—l

e

- adversar1al"b ut I'm here to vemind myself and all of us that there are 3 lot
- - -af peuule sitting here in-this audience, a Jot of people in this town and a
- Yot of people- a}. gver- duﬂ are working really -hard to change the culture of
the way things have been with the DOE. We want a clean site. We don't want
T ~gge workers going-back and starting the same project over and over and over
o danu. and if the laws that Gerry just talked about and the concerns that the
T 'fakima - gs—a-mation, -are expressing and pecple who worked on the Future Site
Tt L oup haVE suent more than hours and hours, you know, coming up with

- A . - - P - _1_ -
oo quitesa-handful ofspecple whe feel the same-way, -3
: b

i

r
ke thi VETy'TWVHbTE place for people many years down the
'“that'work is not taken into consideration, then everyth.ng
g and all the money being spent on pub11c part1c1pat1on r1g
waste. So I stand here asking that the Taws be followed. I, you
worked the tank waste remediation system task force this summer
theme, "get on with the job, get on the job," and when you here
.k I think you think that we're hoiding up the job, and that
ion, but we're going to be holding up the job in the future of
ns-to-come if we don't do things right, and I know that this
an expedited qctTon I thmnk that we need a Tandfill, but we
s 3 JooKTat arl GT the wark -t that's been done in all of the areas,
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- integrate_this, Jook for the right place, look for the right safety
conta1nments, to me, when you're Tooking at risk assessments, when you are

T endy rsaying thaty"ohy- weil only have-one or {wo-more-cancer deaths per
- " “thausand," [ ask myself, do I have that right to decide that two more people
can die? Do I have that right? I don't think any of us have that right and
-~ —-.:-one-of the things: that I -thifik that we don'% realize sometimes is that {t's
not only, m aybe ane of us or maybe one of our children will die, but we could
***** “- be creating a very mutant, if you want to be sc1ence fiction about it,
- " “generation of peep1n way down-the road,-and that is a worry, I mean, we have
already seen signs of that type of thing and there are more and more studies
- -coming -out- about-the .eng-]nvel affacts of radiation, of low-level radiation

not Just you know, high-level radiation. So, [ am saying look at the laws
that have to be fo]]owed look at the areas, ]ook at the work that your
workers are putting into this, and don't make them have to redo this or risk
B -themse]ves anymore-than they have to risk themselves in doing some of this
- kind of work, and do the r1gnt thing. You know, there are gu1de11nes all over
e iﬁé piace out thére r1gnt now.  Thers-are billions of dollars being spent here

[ . .
= ~and’ you want it -to shew ;omeuulng - Iwant it to show for snmeth1na for
S yGuT””;,ggn!t have any gnnnm1c “herefit to gain from it~ Tmmediate:y 5y coming
g up-here; but-I have the benefit of Xnawing that this whole region is becoming
e a healthy, working together region. So those are the places that [ come from
Eak in coming up here to speak and [ urge you to take a look at all of the
= different things that have been said in terms of the technicalities and the
Yaws, etc. and do the rignt thing
Marty Roselle
Thank you.
That's all the cards that [ have received. Are there any other people out
N - . - e 1 p p
- here who would like to make a comment?

Yes, and then Eric. Thank you.

" Yeah, I just would I guess like to make a comment following up on my dquestion
T “garlier-and T think this process-should address an alternative of locating a
site in the BC-contrel-area,-that does not mean on top of the existing <ribs

S and trenches, which I would in my-alternative I would. say wnu1d be canned

under a permanent narr1er'*out that-the disposal facility be located-out in

“the surface contaminated area. To me that meets a lot of the values that have
resented here ag m1n1mTZan areas—dedicated to waste disposal,

e *iiCﬁns%dgrfnq thyb=arer s already inadvertently. dedicated.fo.waste management
because of its, it is contaminated. It will be that way either while we let
it decay for a coup1e hundred years or if we were to put the disposal site in
“that Yocation. ~It-also ys-important to-me Aot be me tc open up new areas of

_ desert ar new areas of sagebrush and this really hit home to me today when

-~ there was an article in-the paper -that said, "This -state-and -the Department of

: ing 60,000 dellars to plant sagebrush on the old site as part
the waste, mislabeled waste, whatever it was, so I think it's



_ Fhes 3
~_haven't, the Yakima Nation hasn t bought the fact that those BC cr
- Yeft Mk they ive  pePmEnentiy gy sh

1]
~That remains tobe one of the remediation jobs I think
~gther- ¢ites in the 200-area. The concept that -we-have 3-sacrifice.zone

S
[

important if we're spending money %o plant sagebrush, let’s don't go cut and
dig it up unnecessarily, any way that's the end of my comment.

Marty Rosslle

Thank you.

Eric, I'm going to turn the timer on.
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2ss thera's not much that -I-c¢in say that RHasn't already beem said, except
1 _think what is so disturbing about this meeting this evening is that it
~ikes me as-quite-premature. I recognize we're trying to get a scoping

rted here, but what I guess what bothers me the most is the some of the
cernatives that are be1ng considered. | th1nk they don't represent group

—-I-think it was hrnnnhr up on savera] occasions now this even1ng,
perhaps unlawful and those sort of things are abviously going to

te 3 bit of concern. and what happens by coming here this evening and
uding those as alternatives, is you jocose a tremendous amount of

ihi}jtyi and-that's -what's bpnn hurt in my mind, tonight. So, you've jost
ibility in my eyes by bring forth those aiternatives that I view are
sc1ent1f1ca]1y jnvalid or uniawful. So, before this EIS commeni period comes
up, I would suggest that there's a tremendous amount of homework to be done,

" ‘and that at that time, I think one of the things you have seti yourse]f up for
“now s a tremendous amouni- of scrutiny down the road, because this is one I'1]

def1n1te1y keep my eye on, becausa I am very concerned. That's all I have to

Are there other comments?
See if inyone who ha 't spoken, all right, all right, we'll take other
-"tamments -6r other gquestions .as welll” Is_this a comment ¢r a guestion?

-+
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z BC cribs and othew 3djacent

S b LI Py
TEas L

ibs would be
;when in Tacl we think-that they should be
clean up. They probab]y pose as b1g a hazard, if not more of a hazard than

It's-a-comment re!atﬁUE‘fﬁ

Iy

_what they might be proposing to put in this other facility in the long term.
“When in fact it is used and is formed in the future. There's no design that I

-know- of relative to-twse B0 cribs-that provide . "ﬂ+tirg~r
OI'I!

d of institutionai
centrOTg."Sﬁftﬁey adgain, should be cleaned up at som n

t along the Tine.
long with some of the
r
anywhere on this site, as far as [ know, has mever beem formally accepted by

the government, ok. There's never been a commitment that this site is



R committed forever and that's the case. One of the issues that the Yakima are
N invoived with are just the commitment of resources and having restoration for

rasources that are committed for any length of time, the lest use of those
resgurces being the trustee under the CERCLA NRDA process and so if there are
' commitment of resourcas on the -sea and land of the Yakima, which would prevent
= %hem from.utilizing the Tand in accordance with treaty rightis, that a
significant issue and I have not heard that the government has ever come up
- -~ with-that kind of commitment or admission that that's the case. We hope it
""" isn't the casa. ~We don™t think,-frankly, don't thisk it-is. T think those BC
- - cribs-can be cleaned up, frankly, as well as the end springs area and the
~ —-— epibs-and ditches in.the N area. I mean, that's much more of a close-hand
77 focus, but we fully expect to get the long-iived isotopes out of those ditches
41 the -future. . So, [ just wanted to comment on this

n that those BC cribs will remain intict. We do expect
... hal any residuz} contamination shouid be considered. -Its impact should be
- _considered in combination With any dispesal that is accomplished. Again, Kkeep
e ___ __in mind the NRC requirements are that-you can-utilize the land at 100 years
i "past closure for any surface usage;-and im-fact intruders can get into
o whataver vou'‘ve got there and be safe at 500 years past closure even though it
U may be 30 meters below the surface, ok. There are no engineered barriers that
= are suppose protect intruders at the, beyond the 500 year time frame in that
s .- other burial grnunds. So we would hope that, whatever design criteria used,

whather it be for hazardeous waste or-radicactive wadis or mixed wasie and
~whathar it he low-level waste or high-level waste or TRU-waste, whataver it

TAPE 2, SIDEA

Marty Roselle

.- U7 Does the group mind, I should have asked you before, but come right ahead and,
i we'11 keep the timekeeper busy though, if you do not mind Eric.
Eric Hoppy
If there are more questions I'11 wait.

Marty Roselle

" Doesnt appear thit we dohave question right now, so come ahead.

_Eric Hoopy

-- : Is it necassary to keep time.




Bob Cook

I'1 keep you-here 'till midnight, because I've written a book on this. 1'd

like the SEPA and NEPA review of this proposal to include an assessment of the
o fiald- af dreams. _and- V'\" a]" 'r‘c:qqm’qbﬂ\" that is, 1f you build 'H.'-- it will come,

=-iid at MY SO0 3 Ghidiwd 7w 20 el ikl wrITR

=: F¥=0 R

“and we're talking: “about if-you-build the dump' ‘the waste will come and we'd

“ike that paradigm to be assessed specifically in the SEPA and NEPA
documentation.
T 1.7 TTWeTd Tike you to "assess, T you buiid it with the propesal to Keep

|
2=

K'.'?:
incrementally expanding it, wiil it be a magnet for the waste from ather
energy department facilities around the country? What will prevent it
.lum‘bea"”’co UtTIILEG" What kinwd of 3&araat:es €an you offer the

Cpubite that it nll. G u~:"*”‘7ed,1ﬂ hn* -fashign? W11l the permit be

oy
(&8
_—

______ y, if you build it they will come, wili this paradigm skew the
recnrd of dec1s1ons on spec1f1c remedial action and corractive action
___management units, by use of the marginal cost of disposal in an
1ncrementai]y expand1ng Tandfil7 when making each record of decisicn
“instead of sach unit bearing the full allocated costs of constructing
the land fill when considering whether it is cheaper to Tandfill vs.
treat. It will always be cheaper to dump, I shouldn't say cheaper to
. Yandfill vs. treat, but in ]ook1ng at the costs benefit equation, the
~way the Department of Energy’s DUGgEt wurna is this is a spec1f1c

™3
.

“-T== hgrojeet and you nesd-to cost out how i1 -will-change the economics of
p— j M kS 7 [}
B ‘treatability and howyou witl offset t..cse changes. You need to assess
) a1l foresesable waste streams. The document that you produced for

+

onight’s hearing says, "the facility will be expanded incrementally to
meet future clean up needs as they are identified." That doesn't meet
SEPA and NEPA. You have to jdentify now all reasonably foreseeable

nesds. That means you must integrate with the Hanford remed1a1 act1on
_EIS and you must Took at D&D of the facilities at Hanford, all of them,
the reactors, PUREX, PFP, the tanks, all the things that we may want to

-

T_;ﬂn_qunngu=11v Tandfiil. You can't Just close your eyes to those things.

T

L ygn can't say those things are outside of the CERCLA process because

I-

d SEPA hath require you to go beyond examining just the things

L

CERCIA RODs or RCRA corrective action management units. That's

e of the key vaiues that we are afraid that we stand tg Tese if you
iminate NEPA and SEPA and simply rely on CERCLA. That's all thanks.
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1 have to respond to what Bob just said, Bob Cook, about the fact that as far
as he knows that the government has not made any pians to have sacrifice zones

~ on the Hanford reservation or possibly any of the 17, 1 beiieve, nuclear



weapon sites in the country. I was sent an article from a newspaper last year

NG o vl

by one of our members and it was something that surprised me and I have never

“ggen it any where else since then, but it was a news article compiled by

FaETH TV Gl
jgurna1]5t5 and it was about a group of art1st that the gavernment over the

~several years has-brought. together, now this is not publicized at all, and
they have-meeting dgwp “ipn Los Alamos, off and on, for the purpose of designing
3 symhol that can be read some how or 1nternreted some how regardless of
Janguage changes for the next 100,000 years, it has to have that 1ife span,
and 3+ FHat dodsnTis ;EIT ygu_gna?'tnywnnnnnmenu -¢ither does or doesn't know
or maybe a 1ittle bit-of -both, then nothing dees, -s¢ its 1ike keep that in
mind when we talk about c]ean1ng up Hanford and c1ean1ng up any of these
~sites, that we're taiking about something people don't know how to deal with
and it7s serious business and you may be wanting your progeny to know to stay
away from this stuff, you know, beyond 500 years from new. 3o, food for
thought,

Martv Roselle

Ok, Tast call for questions or comments.

_Ok the comment period goes thought February 8, and You can submit written

ments then and Bryan what's the next step as far as the public involvement

Bryan Foley

What's happen1ng Fight now is there, the regulatory package is being prepared
and that's, at this point is the next step in terms of products that would
actuaiTy pe reviewed and it has all-of those documents, gf-course tonight
dd1?1nna] input on expectations for the public and what they
they would 1ike to be invoived and we have to

was, I'm glad we've been able to understand what
tations there are with regards to being involved and
rticular project.
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Well thank you aii for coming.

Goed night, and thank you, Eric, for being our timekeeper. .
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